
From: 
Sent: 

To: 
CC: 
Subject: 

Terri-A White/R3/USEPAIUS 
2/24/2012 12:32:36 PM 

"seneca. roy@epa.gov" <seneca. roy@epa.gov> 

Fw: Dimock arsenic level -for Taylor 

Roy, ............................................ , 
Here's the statement we issued in response to that more in-depth list of allegations made by Cabot. i Ex. 5 - Deliberative i 
-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·· 

Ex.5 - Deliberative 

-----Forwarded by Terri-A White/R3/USEPA/US on 02/24/2012 12:24 PM-----
ll:::mm Terri-A White/R3/USEPA/US 

Laura, 

"Laura Legere" <llegere@timesshamrock.com> 
02/03/2012 09:07PM 

Re: Dimock arsenic level 

We're hoping you can still get our statement in your story. Thanks. -- Terri 
EPA Response to Cabot Statement 
of 1-31-12 
Since EPA announced on January 19 our plan to sample wells in Dimock, Pennsylvania, and provide alternate water 
supplies to four homes, we have been clear and forthright about the basis of our actions and acknowledged that 
uncertainties about the data made available to the Agency existed. We acknowledged that the data available to us was 
incomplete and of uncertain quality, and based on this, determined the need to conduct sampling of wells. Nevertheless, 
there were data items that presented sufficient health concerns, leading us to offer alternate water to a handful of the 
residents. EPA's standard practice when conducting investigations ensures the protection of public health, as our 
analysis considers the highest levels to which the public may be exposed. Additional, validated data is needed to fill 
information gaps and develop a sound scientific basis for assessing the need for further action. 
Cabot has criticized EPA for providing alternate water supplies to four homes in Dimock. We took this precautionary and 
limited step as an interim measure to be protective of human health while monitoring is underway. Cabot has also 
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characterized the presence of certain chemicals, such as arsenic, manganese, and sodium as naturally occurring. This is 
misleading, since although these chemicals are naturally occurring in Susquehanna County, the levels of arsenic, 
manganese and sodium found in the Dimock area are not consistent with background concentrations typically found in the 
zones from which Dimock home owners draw water for their private wells. Nevertheless, EPA did not act on sodium as a 
basis for providing alternate water. However, the arsenic and manganese levels, when reviewed by an EPA toxicologist, 
were at levels high enough to present a health concern, supporting the need for alternate water. This latest explanation 
by Cabot about their data further underscores the need for EPA to have reliable validated information. 
Beginning on January 10, Cabot began submitting data in response to the Agency's request of January 6. EPA is 
reviewing that data which consists of approximately 10,000 pages of records pertaining to the site. Until that point, Cabot 
had not provided EPA any data. Furthermore, Cabot has advised us that even more data, estimated at 100,000 additional 
pages, is still to be provided. We plan to carefully consider it, along with the results of our own sampling, in determining 
next steps. Meanwhile, we will work with Cabot to get any additional information that will help us interpret the data they 
have given us. 
As stated in EPA's January 19 Action Memorandum, which formally initiated our response in Dimock, "EPA will continue 
to evaluate the updated data, and may revise its actions to provide water to any of the additional homes, or to cease 
provision of water, as warranted by the data." We are, therefore, focused on obtaining results in an expeditious manner 
and acting on them. 
Sent by EPA Wireless E-Mail Services 

From: Laura Legere [llegere@timesshamrock.com] 
Sent: 02/03/2012 06:26PM EST 
To: Terri-A White 
Subject: Re: Dimock arsenic level 
Definitely. I'm actually still at work, and I can check later if you need some more time. 
Laura 

On Fri, Feb 3, 2012 at 6:25PM, Terri-A White <White.Terri-A@epamail.epa.gov> wrote: 
Laura, 
What's the likelihood that your editor will be able to get an EPA statement in your story given it's past 
6? 
Sent by EPA Wireless E-Mail Services 

From: Laura Legere [llegere@timesshamrock.com] 
Sent: 02/03/2012 03:44PM EST 
To: Terri-A White; David Sternberg 
Subject: Dimock arsenic level 

Hi Terri, 
Cabot Oil and Gas Corp. discovered that a high arsenic reading (37 ug/L) in a Dimock water supply 
was actually an error caused by a water contractor transposing test results when they were uploaded 
from the field. The sample also came not from a water well but from provided public water in a tank. 
The EPA cited the arsenic level as cause for providing water to Resident 8 in its action memo for the 
Dimock investigation. Do you know if this finding by Cabot will change whether or not the home will 
continue to receive replacement water from the EPA? 
I'm sorry this came across so late on Friday. If you can find anything out by 6 or so, I'd appreciate it. 
Thanks, 
Laura Legere 
Staff Writer 
Scranton Times-Tribune 
570-348-9100 X 5184 
llegere@timesshamrock.com 
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